The problem of defining the historical relationship between the Qumran Community and the Essenes of the classical and Judeo-Hellenistic sources has been at the center of the debate on the Dead Sea Scrolls since they were first discovered. It has become even more vigorous after the formulation of the so-called "Groningen Hypothesis" 1 and, especially, after Gabriele Boccaccini's proposal to trace back to Enochic Judaism the ideological roots of the Qumran sectarian literature. 2 The analysis of those texts presenting superhuman eschatological protagonists, such as the Enochic Son of Man of the Book of Parables and the Qumranic Melchizedek of QMelch (Q), can certainly provide new and interesting elements to the discussion.
. Messianic Figures in the Sectarian Literature
The eschatological and apocalyptic orientation of the Qumranic ideology is an issue on which contemporary scholarship generally agrees. 3 Within such a theological framework, however, expectations centered on one or more positive eschatological protagonists appear to be of secondary relevance. 4 Often the few texts in which such characters are referred to 5 provide very little information about them. This fact significantly reduces our possibilities of reconstructing a coherent and detailed picture of Qumran messianism as a whole. The majority of scholars, however, maintain that the Qumranians expected two distinct Messiahs, one with royal attributions and the other with some priestly features. 6 Possibly a third prophetic figure was part of the messianic expectations in Qumran, perhaps characterized as a sort of eschatological pair of the historical Teacher of Righteousness. 7 Such ideas, however, stand on hypothetical foundations, mainly as a result of the difficulty in the relative dating of the composition of those texts that can with some certainty be acknowledged as the product of the sect that occupied the site of Qumran. 
